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THE NORMAL DETAILS IN 
THE RORSCHACH INK-BLOT TESTS. 


Larguerite R. Hertz, Ph. D. 
The Development Health Incuiry, ‘ 
Western Keserve University. 


Rerschach (11) instructec that normal details are 
those selected aost frequently »y a normal group of sub- 
jJects*, This has suggested te wany Rorschach examiners 
a guentitative and statistical criterion for the deter- 
mination of this factor. 


Senaer and Klopfer (13) are of the opinion that it 
is necessary to make a gualitative description or deter- 
mination of the detail answers before attempting statis-— 
tical treatment. They think that Rorschach differentiated 
between two extremes in -a cualitative series, the obvious 
normal details (D) and the rare abnormal details (Dr). 
In oraer to substantiate their vosition, they refer te 
vague hints in Rorschach's monograph pertaining te pescible 
distinctions between normal and rere details beyend that 
ef the freouency distribution#. The writers continue: 


".....we agree with Rerschach that it is comparatively 
easy to arrive at egreement with regard to the D's 
if we follow the proposed proc*dure ef describing 
and determining the details. The funcenental pat- 
terns of the D's are that they emerge almost spen- 
taneously at the moment one attempts to break up the 
whele blot into its most natural divisiens. These 
parts, therefore, have the general properties ef 
relatively independent "sub-wholes" in the sense ef 
that term used by the Gestalt Psychology. They are: 
(a) insular or almost insular in their positions, 
.eeee(b) if not completely separated by white space 
or coler they are the large parts of the black blots 
with an almost independent contour surreunded by 
white space or by parts of different shading....." 


Note: Numbers in parentheses refer to Bibliography, p. 117. 


* Rorschach, H., Psychodiagnostik, First Eaition, 28-29. 
_# Ibid, Second Edition, p. 41. 
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On this basis, they make a determination of "First 
Grede Normal Details", and they proceed to differentiate 
between these deteils found in the "insular" position, and 
"Second Grade Normal Details" (symbol da) feund in a "penin- 
sular-like" pesition. They consider these latter details 
of a transitive nature eccu:ting occasionally with adults 
but frequently with pre-edolescents*. The transitive de- 
tail enswers are as different frem the D's as from the Dr's. 


In an appendix to this article, Klopfer with Ricker of 
collaborating, presents a list of "First Grade Normal ~ ‘ 
Details"#. 


liost Rorschach investigators recognize the fact that 
both qualitative and quantitative criteria may be applied 
in the determination of the normal detail factor. To the 
writer's knowledge, no report has yet been published on an 
experimental study of this factor using the cualitative 
criterion. liany examiners report that they adhere to a 
quantitative criterion. Lopfe (9), Loosli-Usteri (8), 
Gerdner (3), and Meltzer (10), to mention only a few, 
apply quantitative measures. Beck (1) claims te use a 
quantitative criterion also, theugh he thinks it necessary 
to investigate experimentally which is the more valid, the 
ouantitative er the qualitative. 


In the absence ef such an experimental study, it might 
be interesting to note how far the "First Grade Normal 
Details" presented by Klopfer and Rickers coincide with 
these normal details determined on a statistical basis. : 
Using a quantitative methed, we knew definitely that certain 
details were selested most freauently by the majerity of the 
group studied. @ne would expect that these details would ~ 
alsa be the most "natural" divisions of the blets. Fi 


Belew is presented a table containing the list of 
noruial details fer each of the ten ink-blets based on a 
statistical analysis of the responses ef three hundred 
adolescent Junior High Scheol students, ene hundred aac fifty 
beys and one hundred and fifty girls, selected as repre- 
sentative of average American-bern white children. As 
described elsewhere (4), these subjcots were seYected at 
random as to chronological age and class standing. The 
method of administration of the test was revised in erder 
te insure standardized eonditions. Recerd blanks, summary 
sheets and diagrems of the blots were prepared, a trial blot 


* Sender, S., and Kloepfer, B. Application of the 
Test to Child Behavior Problens as Facilitated by a 
Refinement of the Scoring Method, Rorschach Research i 
Exchange, 1936, I,\ 7~8.. 
# Ibid, 16-17, 
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was introduced into the procedure, and the time of exposure 
of each blot was limited to two minutes for research pur- 
peses. Uniform directions were given end the test situation 
was kept as uniform as (5). 


The test recerds obtained were subjected to statis- 
tical analysis and definite quantitative and cualitative 
criteria were determined for scé#ri the various Rorschach 
factors. Report is made cioummnee TA) on the standardi- 
zation of the method of scoring and on the determination 
of the criteria for evaluating the Rorschach categeries. 


Briefly summarizing for the normal details, the num- 
ber of times specific details were selected fer interpre- 
taion were tabulated for each blot, frequency distributions 
prepared, gravhs plotted and studied to locate where the 
break seemed to come between the most freouently selected 
anc tne rarely selected details. The 20th percent— 
ile was selectea as criterion since it appeared most con- 
sistently to be near the breaking point of the line. All 
aetails with a frequency above the 20th percentile were 
considered normal details. 


Table I contains the list of normal details as deter- 
mined by the criterion adopted. It is simmarizea frem the 
Frequency Tebles (7) which were compiled by the Develepment 
Health Inquiry, and which are now usea for scoring the 
Rorschach recerds. Explaining the table; 


Column i refers to the symbols assigned to various parts of 
the blots te expedite the recording of the respen— 
ses and locating them later for scoring. Diagrams 
with the symbols edopted for all the blots appear 
in the manual (7) containing the Frequency Tables. 


Column & describes the parts of the blet to which these 
symbels refer. 


Colwmn 5 shows the frequency values for ech detail selected 
by the Brush experimental group, i. e.,the number 
of times the detail was selected for interpretation, 
the first number referring to the nuwaber of times 
an entire response was given to this detail, the 
next number in parenthcses referring to the number 
of times this cetail was specifically selected for 
mention in a response, whether that respense was 
given to that detail alone or whether it was given 
to a larger portion of the blot in which that de- 
tail was incorporated, Por example, aa answer te 
Card I, side figures, was "Santa Claus with this 
part representing a large vack on his back". The 
“wing” detail was selected and specifically inter- 
preted in a larger whole. Again, many subjects 


4 
q 
> 
ta 
t 
F 
4 


‘ 
» 
§ ; 
\ 
/ 
‘ 
& } 
. 
ty 


- 107 - 


answereifor Card II, "Clowns with red heads and 
hands up, clapping them together". "Red heads" 
and "hands" were details which were especially 
mentioned. In the catalogue, where every answer 
given by the group had its special card, it was 
indicated whether or not that answer was an "entire" 
answer or part of a response. Both numbers were 
used in the statistical analyses which were made, 
the first in determining the usual and rare de- 
tails, the second,in parentheses, to corroborate 
the distinction. 


Column «: gives the score as determined by this 20th percent- 
ile criterion. 


Column 5 refers to the Appendix on pages 16 and 17 of the 
article by Klopfer already mentioned, which de- 
scribes the parts of the blots to which the grade 
of Normal Details was given. The numbers in 
parentheses correspond to those as listed. 


Column 6 indicates the score where it is first grede normal 
detail as deter.:ined by Klopfer and Rickers on a> 
qualitative basis. 


For each blot, summaries are made of; 


1) the number of details considered normal from both 
approaches} 

2) the total number of details considered normal 
frem either approach; 

3) the number of normal details and first grade normal 
details in agreement; : 

4) the percentage of agreement. 


It aay be observed that in our data, several details 
were selected with such frequency that they were considered 
"normel", while other details described by Klopfer and 
Rickers receive such low frecuency that they must be con- 
sidered rare, In CardI, the "wing"projection of the side 
figure was selected by itself so frequently that it is in- 
cluded in the list of normal details. On the other hand, 
the divisions of the blot horizontelly into approximate 
halves,as suggested in the Klopfer-Rickers list, were select- 
ec only three times by our three humdred subjects. The - 
lower part of the side figure (symbol 10) is scored Dr. 
Further experience with this portion of the blot cuggests 
a much higher frequency value and there is no doubt that 


revision of our data will change this score to a normal 
detail. 
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Many of the details wnich we have scored "Normal 
Detail" because of the nigh freouency value are no doubt 
"Second Grade Normal Details" according to the Klopfer- 
Rickers classification and would be considered "transi- 
tive"in nature by these investigators. On the other hand, 
many of their "First Grade Normal Details are Dr in our 
scoring, again by virtue of the frequency value. Again, 
some are in agreement, so that it may be seen that many 
of the First Crade Normal Details (not transitive in nature) 

occur in our adolescent subjects. In the light of these 
observations, it would appear necessary to determine ex- 
perimentally which are first grade and which are not, before 
such weighting chould be epplied practically. 


: Comparing Cards II and III, the side figures were 
selected by our subjects with such frecuency that we felt 
obliged to score them D. This was also true of the black 
projection,top middle, in Card II. In Card V, four more 
details are considered normal in mr list. It can be observ— 
ed that two of these have a higher frequency than sone of 
the other details considered normal in both lists. In 
fact, the two bottom projections have the highest frecouency 
value of all. There are also four details in Card VI which 
appeer in our list by virtue of adequate freouency value. 
On the other hand, many of the Klepfer-Rickers details 
fail to show high frecuency in our data. In Card III, the 
white space in the middle was selected infrecuently by our 
subjects. This was likewise true for three of the details 
in Card IV, included as first grade normal details. 
Certain space details in Card VIII and in Card IX were 
hardly seen by our subjects. In Card IV, the darker part 
of the side figure will, no deubt, be included in our list 
of normal details when our data are revised. 


Table II summarizes the number of details selected 
as normal in both investigations, the number in agreement, 
and the percentage of agreement. 
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TABLE I 


Comparison of the Normal Details for the 
Ten Rorschach Ink-blets as Determined 


on a Quantitative Basis (Hertz) 


an 
on a Qualitative Basis (Klopfer-Rickers) 


Brush Group Klopfer-Rickers 
Investigation 


Description Her. to 
of the details Frequency nos. in 
selected value of Appen- 
Symbol. detail Scere dix, Score 
Side figure (1) lst gr. D 
C Center figure between 
sides with shading 53- (7 D 2) 1st gr. D | 
Same without shading 53.— (7 D 5) Il1st gr. D 
21 Upper part of side figure 29-— (3 D 6 lst gr. D ‘ 
2 Projection of side figure 29- § D - : 
31 Upper third of center if 
figure 26- (490 OD (8) ist gr. D 4 
15 Lower two-thirds of ‘ 
center figure | 35- (39 OD (9) 1st gr. D j 
17 Darker form in this 
. figure 35- (39 OD (10) lst gr. D 
21+31 Upper half of whole, 
horizontally 3- Dr* 4) lst gr. D ; 
~ Lower part, horizontally 3- Dr 5) lst gr. D 
10 Lower part of side figure 24- Dif?) oe 
: BrushGup. K.-—R. 


Number of details selected 
as normal or first grade normal... 8 ....... 10 
Total number of details selected, 

Number in 7 
Percent ef O4% 


. Sara it 

Side figure 48- (g D —-- --------- 

5 Black figure at sides 189 {8 D 3) lst gr. | 

3 Red top figure $6 —(13 D 33 lst gr. D 

4 Bottom red figure 92-139 OD 2) Lst gr. D 

12 Black middle prejection, : 

2 Middle space form 47- (79 Ds (5) lst gn D 
4+5 1 2 ck s9- (9 (3) Ist gr. D 


* Equivalent te (D +D) 
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TABLE I (continued) 


l. 2. 3. 4, 5. 6. 


Bs CARD IT (continued) 
Brush K. - 

Number of details selected 

as normal or first grade normal... 7 sreeeees 5 

Total number of details selected.. 7 

Percent in 

| GARD TIT 

5 Red "butterfly" middle 163-(18q D {2} lst gr. D 
4 Red figures corners 126-(i134 D 1 lst er. D 
1 Black part, middle 

bottom separate 95-(143 D 5 Ist gr. D 
1 Same, both parts together 143) ‘OD. 4 lst gr. D 
3 Side"lee"figure 139 OD 3 lst gr. D 
3 lLiidcle part of black 

side figure 53- (58 OD lst gr. D 
17 #£Light gray part, 

middle bottom 20 - ’ Dr lst gr. D 
3+6 Dark side figure, without 

iidale bottom 5- Dr lst gr. D 
6 top part, side figure o® - 43 D lst gr. D 
23 White space in middle Drs & lst pr. D 
Brush K. R. 


Number of details selected 

as normal or first grade normal-- 8 ervesces 10 
Tetal number of details selected- 11 

Number in agreement 

Percent in eat 


GARD IV ; : 
1 "Foot" ficure, sides 63 - D {S} lst gr. D 
2 kidcle projection, bottom 101- D lst gr. D 
4 "Snake" projection, Sides 80- (oO 
Top part of "boot® i 
projection 60- (6@ OD (6)?* 1st gr. D 
5+5 Top center, "animal's face" 47- (59 OD 
2+ Midale part, from top to iq 
bottom 17- Dr (1) Ist er. D 
2- ifiddle projection, darker 
only 6 Dr (3) Ist er. D 
2+ Middle projection, with 
upper sides 2- Dr {4} lst gr. D “ 
9 Darker half of side figures 33- (3 Dr lst gr. D z 
S Side figures, without . : 
middle projection Dr (5) Ist er. : 
* Editor's Note: These details should have been numbered : 
seven (7) and eight (8), respectively, & 


in the Appendix, page 17. ; 
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TABLE I (continued) 


CARD IV (continued) 
Number of details selected 
_as normal or first grade normal.... 5 «..+++-5 8 
Total number of details selected... 10 
C Vv 
S+ Side figures (s298 the 
or center line), with or 
S- without lateral 
extensions 26- (68 OD (2) Ist gr. D 
13+ Side figures (excluding the 
or middle figure) with er 
13- without lateral 
projections 22- (4 OD (3) lst er. D 
2 Two bottom projections, 
middle 56 - oe D --- 
1 Top widdle figure,"head" 22- (2 D --- 
6 One of siae extremities" leg" 36 - 3 D 
30 "Profile". under centeur D 
Middle part 15- GM D (1) Ist gr. D 
Number of details selected Brush K. — R. 
as normal or first grade normal.. 7, @0ecenes 
Total nwaber of details selected... 7 
Number in agreement........ 
Percent in agreement... 134 
CARD VI 
S Side figure, half of _. 
or lower two-thirds or 156 - D 3 lst gr. D 
S+S Taken — 156 - 17 D 2 lst gr. D 
1 Upper third of figure 127- : : 1 lst gr. D 
C Center part through 29 - 4 lst gr. D 
6 Darker black part, center me 5 lst gr. D 
5 "Head" side figure, 33-(77 D  --------- 
24 Lighter gray figure, 
center bottem (34 OD --- -- 
22 Top ef upper third, 
"snake's head" 24 - 28 D 
kLarge projection at sides 27- 
Light portion of top part 


without the wleck middle 18- (25 


Number of details selected 


as normal or first grade normal.... 


Total number of details selected.. 


Brush R 


10 


Percent in 
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TABLE I (continued) 


3. 4. 6. 
: CARD VII | 
1 Top third of side figure 1350- rs D 3 lst gr. D 
2 iiddle third of side figurel29- D 4 lst gr. D 
3 Bottom third of figure 198 - D 1 lst gr. D 
(separate or together) 
1+2 Top two thirds of figure - 4 > am lst gr. D 
10 White space in middle 28. DS lst gr. DS_ 
Number of details selected * Brush K. - R. 
as normal or first grade normal.... 5 = seeeeeee 5 
Total nu,ber ef details selected... 5 
Number in 
CARD VIII 
1 "Animal" figure at siccs 310-(33 D 3 lst gr. D 
4 Tep middle gray 137 -(14 D 1 lst gr. D 
3 Blue middle gray 73— (7 D 2 lst gr. D 
20 "Rib" figure, middle 48- (4 D 7 lst gr. D 
2 Reddish top of middle 
third bettom 42- (4 D 6 lst gr. D 
Red-orange middle 2ottom 159-(16 D 6 lst gr. D. 
5 Orange bottom 9~ (1 Dr 5 lst gr. D 
50 White space between 
blue and pink 2- @ Drs (8) Ist gr. Ds 
42+16 White space between side 
pink and middle pink ------- -- (9) gr. DS 
16 Middle space 2- @ Drs --- 
Number of details selected Brush K. — R. 
as normal or first grade normal.... 6 ....... 9 
Total number of details selected... 9 f 
Number in agreement......... 
Percent in 
CARD IX 
1 Brown part, top third ~~) D {2} lst gr. D 
2 Green part, middle third 164-(18 D 2 lst gr. D 
3 Pink part, bottom,either 
as a whole (3+3), or 56 - "9 D {3} lst gr. D 
in two parts (3&3) 56- (7 D’ (6 lst gr. D 
10 “Animal's face" in green 
on border of brown 107-(108 ‘OD lst gr. D 
cl "Claw" parts in brewn, pro- 
jecting into center 64- (8 D --- 
13 Pink bottom, euter quarter 62- (6 D (4) lst ger.-D 
3+C+3 Pink bottom with center 
figure 73- (79 OD fe) lst gr. D 
16 Middle red quarters,bottom 7- ( Dr 5 lst gr. D 
41 Shady obleng middle part 21- (3 Dr 8 lst gr. D 
4 Miadle white space with 


__lightly colored part 28- (34 Ds (10) 


_ist gr. DS 
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TABLE I (continued) ; 


2. 5, 6. 

A a (cont 4 
Number of details selected rush Grp. - 
as normal or first grade normal.... 
Total number of details selected... 11 


Number in AZTCOMENT. . 8 
Percent in 73% 


CARD x 
Pink portions, separately 59- (63 


Total number of details selected... 19 
Number in 1B 
Percent in 


Dd (16) Ist gr. D 
Pink portions, together, 
including gray top 59- 63 D (15) Ist gr. D 
Gray figure, center top 
two separately, or 147-(160 D (3) 1st gr. D 
two together, inclucing 
pro jection 147-(1690 (1) let gr. D 
lliddle gray pelar 
projection, top 19- (4) Dr {3} lst gr. D 
Blue figures center 75- (8) OD 6 lst gr. D 
Green figures bottom,either 
together or D (8 lst gr. D 
separately 146 -(15 D (10 lst gr. D f 
"Rabbit's face" in green, 
center 51- (5D) D (9) I1st gr. D 
Lighter green center, 26 
Blue figures at sides 143 -(14 D (5 lst gr. D 
Orange figure, sides 54- (5 D 11 lst gr. D g 
Yellow figures, middle 41- (4 D 14) #=l1st gr. D Be 
Green figure, outer 27- Dr (7 lst gr. D . 
Orange, inner figure 22 - Dr (12 lst gr. D 5 
Outer yellow 10 - Dr {13 lst gr. D a 
Space between pink parts 3- Drs (17 lst gr. DS E 
Spaceabove ‘blue middle . 1- DrS (19 lst gr. DS : 
Space below bliie middle 3 Drs (19 lst gr. DS 
Gray figures at sided 84- (86 D (4 lst gr. D ‘ 
Number of details selected Brush Grp. K. - R : 
as normal or first grade normal.... 12 


1 
9 
30 
5 
12 
20 
6 
8 
7 
a 
14 
- 10 
40 
. 17 
41 
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TABLE II 


Summary of the Number of Details Selected 
as Normal Details. 
Kopfer@ickers, 
Showing Number and Percentage of*Agpeement 


: Number Number Percent 
Card of details _— in egreement in agreement 
I 11 7 64% 
II 7 5 71% 
III 11 7 64% 
IV 10 3 30% 
7 3 43% 
VI 10 5 5 
VII 5 5 10 
VIII 9 6 67% 
IX 11 73% 
19 63% 
Total 100 61 61% 


SUMLARYs The normal details for Card VII statisti- 
cally determined in our investigation ceincide with those 
qualitatively described by Klopfer and Rickers. The normal 
details for Cards II and IX quantitatively determined shew 
approximately 70% agreement with the first grade normal 
aeteils qualitatively described. Normal details in Cards I, 
III, VIII, and X show between 60% and 69% agreement with the 
first grade normal details. Nermal details in Cards IV, 

V, and VI shew less than 50% agreement with Klopfer's nor- 
mal details. The least agreement is in Card IV. On the 
average, the normal details as statistically determined in 
our investigation show 61% agreement with the first crade 
normal details qualitatively determinedby Klopfer and Rickers, 


Discussion 

Reviewing the examples of responses in literature on 
the Rorschach method, there are many parts of the blots 
scored normal details not appearing on the Klopfer-Rickers 
list, and, on the other hand, many of the first grade normal 
details in this list rarely are considered D. For example, 
the "wing" projection, Card I, the side figure and the ~ 
middle black projection top, Card II, the "snake" projections, 
Card IV, the large claw-like projections on the inner side 
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of the orange ana the outer ouarter of the bottom pink,. 
Card IX, all appear to be scored as D by the majority of 
Rorschach examiners. Again, the light gray middle bottom 
in Card II anc the dark prejection through the center in 
Card IX generally apoear as Dr in literature. 


On the other hand, there is a difference of opinion 
as to certain details considered normal in our dat@. Card 
IV, the center top of upper section, the "beever's head", 
is frequently scored Dr although it has appeared es D in 
some studies. Card VI, the tip ef top section, the "snake's 
head", appears in some studies as Dr although others agree 
with our designation of D, The outer green figure in Card 
-X appears to be unanimously eccepted as D while in our 
datd its low freouency value placed it with the Dr's. 


Finally, it should be pointed eut that there are some 
parts of the blots considered normal by some investigaters 
which do not appear on either eur list or the Klepfer—Rickers 
list. In Card II, for example,many scorers consider the 
side prejection about the middle of each side, eutward, 
as D, many as Dr. -Again, the profile along the upper edge 
of Card IV, the long thin tep side projections of Card VII, 
and half of the green ef Card IX, all are considered D by 


seme scorers, but do not appear on the respective lists 
herein discussed. 


It is evident, then, thet there is not perfect agree- 
ment in the lists of nermal details presented. Where lack 
-ef correspondence exists, it maybe explained in terms of 
differences in age, race, geograp-iical location, 
socie—economic status, or actually in a defect in one of 
the metheds used. Loosli-Usteri ig) has shown that the 
Rorschach picture is different for different racial groups. 
In determining the normal details, she used for ner Geneva 
children the same quantitative criterion employed by Lepfe 
(9) when he tested his Zurich children. Despitesimilar 
procedure, the list of normal details which she obtained 
did not correspond entirely with these reported by Lopfe. 
Because of the differences which she observed, she emph:- 
sized the necessity for using nerms appropriate te the 
race and lecality of the subjects. 


More recently,’ Bleuler (2) has demonstrated that 
Moroccans do not react to the ink-blets as Europeans in 
every respect, that they show preference for the smallest 

and most wainute details which hard ly ever occur in the . 
records of mentally normal Eurepeans, and thet these differ—— 
ences (along with others) cannet be censidered asc indicative 


of mental inferierity but due to peculiarities in their 
racial history. 
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Sender and Klopfer make the point in their erticle 
that normal and rare details in adults may not be those 
founda for children. 

"Must we then essume different standards of 
'normality' for these two groups in particular or fer 
other grouys of subjects where we obtain a new fre- 

~ guency distribution of D's and Dd's? This confusing 
uncerteinty seems to characterize the present state 
of affairs......  ‘.....to determine the normality of 
a detail only by its place in the frequency distribu- 
tion is scientifically unwarrented because of the 
great variations in the frequency distributions of 
Cetails in different groups."* | 


: They therefere get around "these spurious statistical 
difficulties" by adopting the procedure described abave of 
determining the normal details qualitatively. 


In the light of the degree of lack of correspondence 
between eur data and their data, many ouestions arise. 
Does Klopfer's procedure surmount the statistical diffi- 
culties of which he complains? Would it be fair to apply. 
Klopfer's list of first grade normal details to the records 
of the three hundred adolescent subjects examined in the 
Developmental Health Inquiry, or te other greups ef subjects? 
Isn't it necessary, no watter what approach is adopted——the 
quantitative or the cualitative--,*to have scoring norms 
applicable to the group in ouestion? 


It would appear that Klopfer's criticism can be applied 
- equally well to both the quantitative and the oualitative 
methods in the present stage of the test's development. 
Since age and group differences ap»varently exist, the most 
reliable method should be utilized in determining the extent 
of the cifferenees. Whet Klopfer dees is to point eut a 
fundaiental problem in the study of the Rorschach method, 

i. e., differences in test responses by age and groups. 

He nas net as yet given convincing assurance that the prob- 
lem is solved by a qualitative deteruination of the test 
factors. On the contrary, it seems to the writer that if 
norms based on really representative samplings of children 
and adults could be amassed from a wide range of territory, 
the problem could be studied more reliably by the cuantita- 
tive and statistical method. At any rate, it appears to the 
writer that the qualitative determinetion of the normal 
details as presented by Klepfer and Rickers is highly sub- 
jective and must be experimentally investigeted before their 


list be substituted for those obtained by statistical 
procedure. 


4 


* Sender, &., and Klopfer, B., opus cited, p. 7. 
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Conclusion 


1. Normal details for the Rorschech Ink-blot test 
were stetistically determined in our investigation on the 
basis of a frequency distribution of all the details select~ 


ed for interpretation and the number of times such selec- 
tions were made. 


2. Thece normal details coincide with many of the 
first grade normal details described by Klopfer and Rickers. 


3. There is considerable disagreement, however, 
between the normal details statistically determined and the 


first grade normal details which were auelitetively de- 
scribed. 


4, lack of coincidence is especially observed in 
Caras IV, VI, III, and V. 


5. It appears that with the adolescent group of three 
hundred subjects whose responses form the basis for the . 
statistical determination of the normal details, many of the 
so-called first grade normal details as described by Klopfer 


and Rickers did not “emerge spontaneously" into these 
"natural divisions", 
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DISCUSSION 


We are grateful to Dr. Hertz for her discussion ef 
the subject of detail answers and we hepe that it will stim— 
ulate further discussion and werk on this topic. 

In ansver to Dr. Hertz's statements, we should like 
te say that it had not been our intention to claim that the 
qualitetive approach for the determination of normal details i 
is the only criterion. Our statement, "The writers' opin- 
ions are that a statistical verification cannot be attempted 
before a qualitative description or determination of the | 
aetail answers which actually eccur has been made.", does 
not state, nor imply that statistical studies are not im- 


portant and desirable in the determination of the normal 
details. 


Rorschach himself made it clear that frequency is 
only one of the criteria which can be used in solving the 
problem of the normal detail answers and thet factors other " 
than the purely statistical ene should be taken into acceunt. | 
"The D's are those details which are most conspicuous be- 
cause of the distribution of the figures in space. They 
could be fixed by statistical methods just as the good 
forms are, but it is not necessary, for when the test has 


Pgychol., 1929,XX1I1, 51-106. 
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been made with fifty normal average subjects, one knows 

the majority of these normal details. The exact theore- 
tically deterzined separation between D and Dd would have 
to rest’on factors which have yet to be examined, mainly 

on investigations concerning individual sensitivity for 
‘space-.tythm.' That such factors are effeotive is certain." 


es The statistical method is valuable in ascertaining 
the frequency of details whether large or small which are 
normal for different age groups. - It is probable that the 
differences in agreement between the Klepfer-Rickers and 
Hertz lists of normal large and small details may be due in 
part to the fact that her group consisted of adolescent - 
children. Perhaps when sampling groups representative of 
the entire population are obtained, the results might show 


a percentage agreement with the Klopfer-Rickers 
list, 


Sadie Sender, M. As 


DISCUSSION 


D and d selected qualitatively have te be verified 
afterwards cuantitetively. Thus, if the 24 D's not veri- 
fied in Dr. Kertz's statistics should also be repudiated 
by further statistics, especially in a true random sampling 
of about a theusand cases including all ages, we would have 
to distinguish them from the statistically verified D's. 


The fifteen details not contained in our list 
(Rorschach Research Exchenge, I.), but statistically veri- 
fied by Dr. Hertz, consists of twe “cut-eff wholes" (W), 
namely, the first "details" in cards two and three respec- 
tively, and thirteen d's (second grade normal details). 
These thirteen d's are thus verified by Dr. Hertz as normal 
ones. The difference in the interpretative value of D and 
ad is not diminished by the fact that both are statistically 
normal, Future statistics have to preve how many ef the 
other d's now chosen on cualitative criteria will be veri- 
fied as normal ones (beyond the thirteen now verified by 
Dr. Hertz's statistics), It might be important to empha- 
size that taking into consideretion these facts, the 
agreement between Dr. Hertz's normal details and our first 
and second grade normal details increases from 61% to 74%. 


At the end of her discussion Dr. Hertz calls the 
qualitative determination "subjective". Since this term 
covers so many different meanings, I would like to replace 
it by a more explicit word. It could mean tentative as 
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as well as arbitrary. In a more recent letter Dr. Hertz 
writes as follows in regard to this point: "By this term 
I mean 'not conforming to any experimentally determined 
standards er norms'. To me, subjective data are those 
which are described only by the individual himself, are 
qualitative in nature, and have not been elicited under 
experimental conditions, as opposed to ebjective data which 
can be determined by any person and are susceptible of 
measurement and quantitative treatment. I do not think 
that 'tentative' gives this impression well enough. You 
might substitute ‘personal and arbitrary' if you wish." 


I whole-heartedly agree with Dr. Hertz that the fre- 
guency distribution of different kinds of details in differ-— 
ent groups ef subjects is a very urgent statistical research 
problem. I hope very much that Dr. Hertz's paper may be a 

stimulatien to make the necessary data available. 


Bruno Klopfer, Ph. D. 
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SAMPLE CASE STUDIES 
from 


A Comparative Study of the Personality Development 
of Twenty Pairs of Monozygotic Twins 
by Means of the Rorschach Test 


Evelyn froup, M. A., Buffalo, New York. 


The Rorschach interpretatiors in this study 
were made by the Editor solely on the basis 
of the records, without any knowledge of 
the cases except the age and sex. Four 
cases were chosen as examples to illustrate 
the applicatien ef the refined scoring sys- 
tem and its use in the interpretation. 


The two male pairs of these four seleced 


cases are presented here. The two remain- 
ing studies will follow in the next issue. 


CASE STUDY OF "G" AND "HT 


Summary 


"G" and "H™ are male twins, twelve years of age, in 
the sixth grade. The parents were both born in Hungary and 
cawe to the United States with the three eldest children. 
Both parents have great difficulty in expressing themselves 
in English, Hungarian being speken in the howe. There are 
ten siblings, all older than the twins. The home offers 
little, the father having been unemployed for seven years 
and dependent on public relief. There is little parental 
supervision. The boys spend most of their time together 
but with other boys in the neighborhood. "G" is apparently 
much more aggressive, making the plans fer the two, choos- 
ing the library books, and keeping the joint funds, "H" 
suffers frem a serious cardiac ailment which limits the 
amount of physical energy. Their schoel progress is aver- 
age at present, although they did have seme difficulty in 
the first grade--no doubt a result of the language handi- 
cap. The I. Q. of "G" is 95, of "H" 99. Both are such 
avid readers that close supervision by the teacher is nec- 
essary to keep them from reading during school hours. 
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RORSCHACH RECORD OF CASE "G" 


First performance 


Secona performance 


Taeze the lepse of time is less then five seconds it is not noted. — 
CARD I. 


1. (12") An old bear rug spread 1. Looks like a butterfly whose 
VA out on the floer,with holes A wings are all punctured and 
in it, tattered around the edge. 
2. (35") A fece, this way. There 
is the eyes end the mouth and 
the . two ears over here...It 
is like a false face. ~- 
GARD TT. 
1. (30") Sowe one toe cancing. 1. A toe dancer. There are her 
(y Theve are the feet. losant A feet down here and she has 
Looks es if thereis something crepe paper,(red) or a veil 
pink over the face like a net. over her head...The red spots 
down here don't go with the 
picture. 
CARD III. 
1. (30") It looks like a frog 1. Looks like two men and they 
vy When it is ready to spring A nave a red bow on and they 
into the water only it does ““ are touching. Maybe they are 
not heve any back. Going some kind of a dance and 
touching bows. 
2. (50") There ere islands and 2. A frog getting ready to spring. 
A the water all around it and v4 


this black (very oerk) is the 
hills. On mavs the hills are 
brown. 3. 


Some man with hands up in the 
air. There are his eyes. (black) 
Here is his coat. He has a bow 
on his chirt. 


CARD IV. 


(45") A wan with black hair. 1. 
There is his hair, nis lips 

and nis beerd...His hair sticks 
out straight. 
Some one had a bear skin that 32. 
he shot. He had it a long time. 
It is all torn. He could put 

it on as a costuiie | 


A wan has some kind of a fur 
on and part of it is hanging 
down the back...He's standing 
taere. Just up to his waist. 

A man's face. There's his face, 
nose and lips sticking out and 
there's hair on his chin. 


> 


CARD V. 


caught it and put it ina 
bottle, and its wings get torn. — 


. (6") A butterfly when you have 1. A butterfly. He is not doing 
Aanything. 


| 
l. 
| 


| 


. 
— 
é 
» 
‘ 
: 
; 
= 
: 
oN 
» 
2 
> 
é é 


1935 « 


RORSCHACH RECORD OF CASE "G" 
(cont inuec) 


CARD VI 
(120") I can't get a thing 
out of this one, honestly. 1. Some kind of a fur....It's 
y got two things out like paws 
and legs...In books you see 
them nailed on cabins. 
CaRD VII 
1. (32")-Some kind of hair and 1. A girl's face (white). There's 
>y it is all tousled up....The A\V the hair around it. 
white part is the face and 
the hair hangs dewn, 
2. (46") A turban up here....It 2. Two girls dancing. They have 
AV is not the person with hair. VV no heads. 
\/3. Russian cap 
\/4. An elephant's trunk. 


CARD VIII 
1. (18") Some kind of an animal. 1. An animal walking. One on 
» --.-It is getting ready te \/ each side....Looks as if he. 
spring. were getting ready te spring. 
2. (45") Ice cream but there 2. Strawberry and orange ice 
YA isn't any cone to it....It is creem together. 


strawberry and some kind of 
erange ice creai. 

3. This is blue cloth that has 
been sewed together and is 
ripped so that the threads 


Show. 
CARD IX 
1. (95") Some kind of a lake in 1. Looks like a bay. Here's a 
\, the land....The great salt Y coast line with rocks and 
lake because it is right in reefs. 
_the middle of the green. 
CARD X 
1. Some one coming down off a 1. A goat's head. 
\/ building. Ee was up there /\ - 


with something and he fell. 
It opened up and he is hold- 


ing to it. 

8. A head--there's the forehead 2. The green part looks like a 
and the nose. On the other scarf. 
side 


3. Another face with a curved 
nose and the chin. 
4, It is a bay here....It is 


TOTAL T : 80 minutes TOTAL TIME: 10 minutes 
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RORSCHACH RECORD OF CASE "H" 


First performance Secoud performance 

Wane lav 8 less than five seconds it is not noted. 

1. (50°) Two wen with their arms I can't get anything out of 

\/ out...They just heve their this one. (After being urged 
arms out. _ to look at the card again)... 

ae “1, (120") It's a dwarf. He has 
/\ putt Sleeves and a long dress. 
He is waving his arms. 

2. (62") A doz's face(white ' 8. A jar. You put flowers in it, 
spots). There are the eyes \/ oF money. 
and nostrils...Lookse like a ‘ 

bull-cog. 

3. (75") Here's a cookie jar (in- 3. A Ghinese idol (the very 

side the white spotJ. \, black). I see his hat and he's 
V making people bow to him. 

4. Someone sitting in a chair. 
Tnere is his head and body 
and arms. 

This one is harder. 
D1. (55") A dog or a pig or é 1. (35") The whole thing looks 

€ raboit...Looks es if it is \V<\/ like a bug. It has a red head 

scratching for fleas. and two red legs. It has its 
wings spread out. 
' 2. One wing is shaped like a dog. 
CARD III. 
1. (16") There's 2 man; his face 1. This looks like a big bug. Itz. 
With hair on each side.(very /\ arms are in the air. It's got 
‘ black) There are his arms and a jazz—bow on. (neck tie) 
a jazz-bow tie. (neck tie) 

2. (35") Two wen, there are the 3. These two little sed things 
heads and aims...They are look like devils...The way 
looking down. they arc rod &the mouths are 

open and the tails are out 
behing. 
CARD IV. 

1. Two big feet of someone and 1. It looks like a clown. He has 
/\ he is sitting on a log....... \VA big shoes on and he is sitting 
Looks as if it is a giant. 3 on a stump...There are his 

; eers and head at the top. 

2. (25") The head of a chicken 


or a turkey...The bill sticks 


ut just lik 


1. 
3. 


cut this in half. leaf. 


GARD V. 
Looks like a butterfly. 1. This one looks like a butter- 
fly...It is flying in the air. 


A leaf off of a tree, if you Just one side looks like a 


( 
onc. 
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RORSCHACH RECORD OF CASE "kK" 


a. 


A 


is their shadow in the lake 
below...The white is the lake 
and they a eflect in it. 


(16") A woman, There is her 
bonnet.(at top) There are the 
aras and legs. You can't see 
her face. She is looking 
away. 

An arrowhead nhere...It is 
shaped like one. (the white) 


(continued) 
CARD VI. 
1, (7) The skin of an animal.. 1. The fur of an animal. It's 
\ .«eTwo feet out and rough VA laid out on the front of a 
around the cc€ges. It has been ’’ ‘ cabin...It's got the color 
laid out on the cabin floor, of fur and there are the legs. 
drying. 
2. A man's face with a big nose 2. There are woods here that are 
and a beard. reflected in the water. 
3. Woods and bushes and there 


VII, 


An arrowhead. 


2. It looks like a girl dancing. 


Her back is toward us. There 
is her bonnet and her shoul- 


gers and arms, legs. and dress. 


-..The way the arms are held 
show that she is dancing. 


CAnD VIII. 


(6") An animal...He is cross- 
.ing water and stones and 
things. 


ee«..0ee the nead and the big 
front paws. 


1. It is a reflection in the water 


again. The wolf is crossing 
over a little stream. 


2. (8") A bear. (pink and orange) 2. It looks like a pig or a tiger. 
Ga: 


He is just stending there. 
Just his head...No reflection 
here. 


VY 
2. 
2. 


CARD IX. 


A tree growing up. 


1. It's a picture reflected in the 


\/< 7 water egain. There's a snow 


A snow man.(pink)...He is 
made of two big balls, (pink) 
A man holding a stick and 
sitting down...He is waiting 
with a club for someone. 
There is his reflection below 
the water, the stream. 


Be 


man. (pink) 
Thers's a man with a club 
over his shoulder. 


3. A fish. It's reflected too. 


(orange)...He has a club too. 


DV 


/\ 


1. 
3. 


CARD X. 
1. A bug with great long legs. 


(6") An animal with two long 
legs...It is a grasshopper. 

A face--there is the nose and 
“there is a cap on the head.. 
...A man. 


TOTAL TIMz: 20 minutes 


TOTAL lo minutes 
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SCORING LISTS 


lst pref. CASE "Gt end pref. 
WS Fe A obj Il. Fo A 
3. WS Fe mask 
II 1. SDM H II 1. SDM H rep 
aci.D FC obj add.D FC obj 
III 1. ® MA III1,. M H 
add.D FC obj 
2. Fk geo 2. FMA rep 
3. H 
af add.DS FC ebj 
IV 1. dr Fo Hd O W1. W BmHdeobj 
artly r 
2. W Fo A ebj 3, ar Fo HAO 
¥ F+ P Vi1l.W FEA P rep 
VI- - - VI 1. W Fe A obj 
VII 1. WS Fe Ha VII 1. WS Fe Ha rep 
2. D Fe obj 2. WM & (part without 
heads ) 
3. D Fe ebj 
4. da Fe Ad 
VIIITI1. D PVIII1. D FWA P rep 
2. D OF obj 2. D OF obj rep 
3. D FC obj 0 
IX 1. SD FY gee IX 1. DS Ft x 
2. de F+ Hd 2. D 
3. de Fe Hd 
4 S Fr geo 
lst pref. CASE 2nd pref. 
Il. D I- - 
2. DS Ft Ad (responded only 
3. D Fe obj after urging) 
4.D M H 0 
iis II 1. WS FC?. A 
2. D A rep 
III 1. W Fm Ha III 1. WS Fm (A 
acd.D FC obj add.D FC 
a2. D M Had 2. D FCm © 
Iv1l.W & W M part rep. 
2. a Ft Ad 
¥i. Vi. W A P rep 
a. Je Fi 3. D Fe Pl O rep 
VI 1. W Fe Aobj VI 1. W Fe Aevdj rep 
2. D Fe Hd 2. WS FK N rep 
3. WS FK N 
VII 1. WSM H VII 1. S Ft obj rep 
2.5 Fe obj 2. 4H rep 
VIII 1. D FRA VIII FM A P rep 
2. D Fr Ad O 2. D Fe Ad 
IX1.D Fe ® O rep 
2.D 06 rep 
3. D FR At obj 
A X1.D F rep 


Explanation of 
symbols not yet 
listed in the 

refined scoring 


system (issue 2), 


k: Represents 
the pattern of 

K reduced from 
a landscape 
spread out in 
space to the | 
mere indication 
of such a diffu- 
sion in space on 
a relief map. 


P: Only the 
most ebviously 
popular answers 
are marked P. 


Fe, FL, FR, F-: 
Form interpre- 
tationsabout as 
keen as the pop- 
ular ones are 
marked Ft; keen- 
er ones, elabe-— 
rating more spe- 
cific details, 
or finding more 
form fitting 
patterns, are 
marked F+; ferm 
interpretaions 
not violating 
definitely or 
missing the giv-— 
en ferms, but 
Still vaguer and 
weaker in con- 
cept than the 
popular ones, 
are designated 
Fe; only the 
definitely mis- 
Sing form inter- 
pretations, neg 
lecting the giv- 
en ferms com- 
pletely, are 
marked F-. 


rep: A response 
repeeted at a 
second test. 
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PSYCHOGRAM OF CASE "G" 
First performance 


Second performance 


Total No. of Responses: 18 


Tot al No. of Responses: 16 Rep: 


-? -2 = -4 - 40%) 
D-5 M-2 Ha -4 D - 52 Ha - 3 
d -O m A -3 a@-1 m- +14 
dd -3 KF-O Ad dd-1 KF -0O Ad - 2 
S$ -3 FK- A obj) -2 (1 avd FK-0O Aobj-1 
(DS1) F -6 Anatomy - 0 SSD- 241 F ~4 Anat. - 0 

e - 5 Geog. - 3 c -6 Geog. - 1 

TS FC - l#1 Obj. -4 FC - 143 Obj. 343 

i CF - 1 
18 
sxc - 1.5 1.5 
Original % 17 Original % 5 
Popular %4#11 H + 2 Popular 411 H + A_ 8 
Animal @11 Had Animal 33 Hd + Ad™5 


PSYCHOGRAM OF CASE "H" 


First performance 


Second performance 


Total No. of Responses: 23 Total No. of Responses: 17 Rep: 12 
Ww -6 M- (I) 6 W — i - By 


D -13 FM - 2 Ha -~4 D-9 FM - 2 - 0 
a-1l A -4 da -0O A - 7 
dd - 1 FK --1 Ad -~ 3 dd-O FK -1 Ad - 1 
F -10 Aobj -1 85 -1 F -7 Aobj -1 
c -2 Nature - 1 c - 282 Nature - 1 
FO - 141 Obj. - 241 17 FO - 141 Obj. 142 
Plant - 2 Plant - 1 
\ 23 17 
XC - 2 25 <C - 2 17 
opular % + A Popular 24 A 
Animal %30 Hd + Aad = Animal 47 d+ Ad = 


* Note: The plus sign(4) indicates additio al use of the 
respective stimuli. . 

# Note: 'Rep.' indicates the number o responses given in the 

first performance and repeated in the second. 
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Comparative Analysis of the Rorschach Protocols of "G" and "H" 


In "G" is seen an almost ambiequal personality type. 
In the first performance he is as much concerned with the 
development of the inner life as with things going on around 
him. The large number of texture answers suggests a high 
degree of sensitivity to his surroundings. The marked con- 
sistency between the two performances of the test is sig- 
nificant; the total number of responses is the same and 
only half of the responses are more or less repetitious, 
the other nalf showing the same pattern. Within this con- 
sistent personality set-up, however, there are changes which 
indicate that during the half year between the performances 
there has been a definite process of crystallization of 
personality. Evidences of dilation may be seen in the in- 
crease of movement and texture responses and the additional 
use of color. This trend is accompanied by integration 
which may be seen in the increase of wholes and first grade 
normal details and the increase in movement and human over 


human detail responses,all pointing definitely toward matur—- 
ation. 


Certain concepts which are merely indicated in the 

first performance are carefully developed in the second. 
For example, in Card II, the toe dancer is repeated but 

the red net named in the first performance is elaborated 
_ into a crepe paper masque. In Card III only the frog was 
used the first time but when repeated the answer was enrich- 
ed by two additional comments interpreting a figure in action. 
In Card VII the two dancers were discovered only in the 
second performance. One figure--the falling figure in Card 
X--is dropped in the second performance. When this card was 
presented "G" became rether perturbed and after the fallen 
figure response he retreated to edge answers and evasive 
geographic responses,thus confirming his confusion. In his 
second performance to Card X his perturbation was only 
visible in the restriction of his answers to two out of the 
numerous possible details. These two answers, however, are 
more intelligible, common-sense answers than the ones in the 
first. The step toward maturation is visible also on the 
extraverted side. The increase in texture answers suggests 
an increased sens_itivity to his surroundings. Color itself 
is only increased in the additional details. Thus "G" 
appears to be going somewhat from ambiequality toward a 
Slightly more Mtroversive type of set-up but he still retains 
a balance guaranteeing a normal behavior. 


The extensive movehent answers given by "H" would seem 
to indicate that he is somewhat more introversive than his 
brother. Whereas "G" appears to have counter-balanced the 
introversial trends, his twin's general behavior and remarks 
during the performance pointed to blocking in development, 
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this trend becoming morestrong in the second performance. 
This blocking can be seen in both the introversive and extra~ 
tensive sides. His movement responses were hesitant. _ 
blocked action--"They just have their arms out."--"She is 
looking awey."--"A man is holding a stick and sitting down 
and waiting with a club for some one." 


Thus "G" appears to be carefully dilating his set-up 
which was inwardly less developed than his twin's inthe first 
performance. And "H" shows a somewhat constricted attitude 
in respect to the development of his inner life without de- 
veloping the extraversial side. For this reason the actual 
personality pictures of the two boys appear to be more 
similar in the second performance than in the first. But 
this superficial similarity is misleading because it is the 
result of an opposite trend. 


The most important difference in personality make-up 
of these twins appears in emotional structure. While sensi- 
tivity is the dominant pattern in the personality ef "G", 
accompanied by a strong tendency to emotional adjustment 
(increase in c and additional FC, one CF), in "H" the evidence 
points to a low degree of sensitivity (low number of c) and 
less tendency to adjust. As a result of his predominant 
introversion he seems to display little interest in what is 
going on around him and readily withdraws within himself. 

He rationalizes the color stimulus in order to get rid of it 
(Card II, "the red legs and head of an insect"), er avoids 
color completely. In the last three colored cards, there is 
no use of color in either performance but movement responses 
are given in each performance. This might suggest that "H" 


is running away from the color stimuli into the introver- 
sial side, 


These boys are cuite similar in general mental make-up 
but show some interesting qualitative differences. Evidence 
of a considerable amount of combinatorial power and integra- 
tion may be seen in the number and quality of the whole 
answers and movement responses in "G". The range of content 
and the whole and movement responses indicate versatility 
and elasticity of mental approach. Evidence of a marked | 
increase in self-assurance is seen in the disappearance of 
S and edge answers, the-increase in the number of wholes, 
first grade details, and movement. In the sécond perform- 
ance "G" also gave an answer to Card VI--"some kind of a 
fur"--wnich he refused the first time and elaborated his 
response in Card IX--"some kind of a lake in the land; here's 
the coastline with rocks and reefs." This more elaborate 
geographical answer in Card IX is the only remaining response 
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of this type given in the first and second performances and 
used obviously as a refuge (geographical waps may have any 
shape). The increase in the number of whole human and animal 
figures and movement responses in the second performance 
suggests a more daring approach. 


~ Although "H" approaches his twin rather closely, there 
appears to be less flexibility and versatility in his approach 
(narrower range of content and smaller percentage of wholes). 
He exhibits less daring in the second performance. 


While in "G" the relationship between imagination and 
critical intelligence is good, the latter, however, appear- 
ing to be stronger, "H" seems to show a stronger imagination 
than his twin (high number of movement answers). In Card VII 

-he solved the problem of the heed by using a bonnet. His 
imagination appears to be less easily disturbed by outside 
irritations but he apparently cannot stend too much of it, 
as shown in his more constrictive attitude in the second 
performance. 
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Case Study of "S" and "TU 
Summary 


"S" and "T" are twin boys, twelve years of age, attend- : 
ing the eighth grade of elementary school. These boys are 
attractive, alert, Jewish lads, physically very mature for 

their age. There is ene male sibling, attending second yeer 

high school. The school authorities are very enthusiastic 

about these boys because of their superior intelligence and 

quiet manner. They are both exceedingly shy, making it diffi- 

cult for the experimenter to cstablish good repport. "T" prac- 

tically always answered any incuiries but neithsr boy gave any 
spontaneous information. At the time, the writer felt that the 
intelligence of these two boys had been overrated due to their 
cooperativeness and quiet studious manner in school. The home 

stressed the vital importance of school success. The I.Q's on 

the Stanford Binet were found to be 105 in both cases. They 

are rarely seen apart but spend most of their leisure time with 

other boys of their age. 


RORSCHACH RECORD OF CASE "S" ~- 


First performance : Second performance 
Where the lapse of time is less than five seconds it is not noted. 
1. An insect...It is a beetle 1. An insect--a moth or a beetle. 
/\ crawling. Vv» It might be crawling because 


it is stretched out. 
2. A funny animal--a dog...It 
><A made me think it was a dog. 
Zz > Seems to be walking and sniff- 


ing the air. 


CARD ITI 
1. A bird...He is dead and is hungl. Waite part is a bird hung up 
V up to sowething. A. by its neck. 


2. Black part could be an animal. 
---1ne legs and face and ears 
make it look like animal. 
CAFO ITI 
l. A frog or something...He is 1. Upper part of body--hands up 
(Ay iaying down on a water lily VY there...It looks like man with 
and looking around. . hands up tut morelike a frog 
flattencd out. 
3 CARD IV 
1. (30") Two big feet...They are 1. Head with efown on it...Can see 
A tramps feet. They are so ragged./ eyes (white spots) and ears. 
It's sort of a funny head for 
crown. 
2. (42") A face with a crown. 2. Beer pelt. 
__3. Big feet with shoes on. 
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ROHACHACH RECOND OF CASE "Ss" 
(continued) 


CARD V 
1. A butterfly...It is flying 1. An insect--a butterfly...It 


A__because the wings are spread A seems to be flying 4 
CARD 


1. (7") A bear skin rug...It is 1. A skin of an animal...It is 


A on the floor beceuse it is V leying out flat on the floor. * 

1. (13") Two people looking at 1. An insect--here is the body 

A each other. and there are the wings... | 
/\ ...Wings ere spread out and 


there are the feelers on the 
i front of the head | 
2. (16") An insect...A butterfly 32. A rabbit--there is the face | 


VV flying. and the ears and the tail. . 
: ...dust sitting down. Tail / 
hanging down. 
CARD VIII 
1. (15") Two aniwals...They are 1. An animal on each side. Can't. 
‘\ walking along and looking at see anything else in that one. ; 
\/ something. \ (Urged)...Seem to be crawling. | 


Walking along and looking at 
‘ something and creeping up on it. 
2. (40") The faces two sheep. 


C 
1. (65") Ar animal--two of them. 1. This could be an animal... 
...The: only thing. it could be. A ...Shabby fur; rough--just 
“ They are’ clinbing over. sitting. Watching something 
trunks...That's all out in thet direotion. 
| CARD X 
1. These two blue things could be 1. Spiders...These are the legs : 
Spiders...All those things . Y¢...That's all 
sticking out show what they are? 


Some sort of insect..Just the 
head. 

A turtle (orange)...Seems to j 
be creeping along ground. 
Round thing is the shell 
Animal laying down (green).... 
A cow with horns. 


A dog growling (yellow). 
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RORSCHACH RECORD OF CASZ "T" 


First performance Second performance \ 

Where the lapse of time is less than five seconds it is not noted. 

CARD I 

1. (35") A butterfly...There is 1. Looks like a butterfly...The 

A the body and the wings. A body and the wings and the 

feelers. 

2. (55") The object of a girl-- 2. Outline of a person through 
the body of a girl...She the center...The darker part-- 
could be stanging on her toes. just to the waist. 

CARD II | 

1. Two people clapping their 1. Looks like two people sitting 

A hands together. They are _ A around a campfire and clapping 

/\ gmokiag cigarettes and sit- ' handé and smoking cigarettes. 
ting around a campfire. Tall hats on that you wear in 

winter. 

1. (15") Could be a face...1¢ “APPi 143.04 of a face (white). Red 

/\ looks as if laughing. A pert is nose-—-nostrils.... 


.-Outline of a face made me 
think it's one 
2. (35") If it was flat like, 
VA they would be mountains (all 
the black). These could be 


_lower elevations (light gray) 
CARD 


1. (5") A cave. This is the 1. Skin of a huge animal, 
A entrance and that thing in the A 

iniddle is put ever the entrance 

for shelter. 


8. The whole thing could be the 32. The pelt of a smaller animal 


skin of an animal....It is -—~a racoon. Both are hanging 

flattened out and hung up on wall. The smaller one is 

to dry. attached to the larger one. 
1. (7) A bat....It could be 1. A bet (whole). See legs and 
A flying. /\ Wings. Looks as if flying. 


2. Leaving this and this out, it 
coule be two buffaloes...They 
have huwaps like that. 


GARD VI 
1. (imm. ans) A skin hung up on (1. Another large skin of an ani- 
A the wall. A mal. It is tied on by those 


prongs. See where the tail is 


and where cut off around head. 
2. These are leather strips hold- 


\/ ing it up on the wall. (Don't 
show on diagram. 
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RORSCHACH RECORD OF CASE "T" 


(continued) 


1. (12") Two humans balancing i. 
themselves on this part...Per- 
haps a better answer is that A 

A they are two people sitting 
up in bed and these are the 
bedcovers down here. 

2. This could be a smaller skin 

Y_up at the tap. 


1. (8") The insides of a flower. 1. 
These are the leaves (pink). x 


A 


2. This could be an animal step-— 
. ping across some rocks. Here 
\ is the reflection of this part 
up in the water....Half ef it 

on each sice, 


CARD VIII 


CARD VIT_ 


Two people standing on their 
heads with feet up in the air. 
Hard to understand how they 
would be standi that way... 
»eHeads are resting on pillews 
on the floor, 


This would be a reflection in 
water (whole); line in middle 
would be top of the water. A 
wolf is standing on some 
boulders and looking into the 
weter. 

/ 


CARD IX 

1. (7") Cliffs going up on each 1. 

A side and this is a lake in A 
the middle, 


~ 


2. These could be tulips' heads 
are pink and shaped 


like one. 


Could be a flower--whole thing 
except pink and the pink are 
four tulips....Center part is 
where pollen is...Green are 
leaves of flewer...Four tulips 
are around for decoration.... 
Tulips are that pinkish color 
and are shaped like that. 


CARD X 
l. (10" ) Caterpillars....They As 
/A. are eating on a leaf. ra 
2. A spider 2. 
A 


3. A bird....He is nibbling ona 3. 
piece of bread. 


4, 


Two caterpillars (green).... 
Caterpillars are green and 
shaped like that. 

Up here are two spiders (blacW 
eeeeS0 many legs on them. 

Red vart could be a cliff...” 
The outline of an entrance to 
a cave. It could be the crev: 
ice between the cliffs....It's 
so jagged....The way it's cut 
into the mountain side. 

Some more spiders....Shape of 
them...So many legs (not colo 
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SCORING LISTS * 
CASE "Ss" 
First performance ves Second performance 
2. D FM A / 
II i. SA Fm A rep 
III1. ® Fu A III l. Ha 
Ivl. D Fe Had IV 1. dr Fe Hd rep 
93 2.D Fe A obj 
3. Fo Hd rep 
P ¥i. FM A P rep 
VI1. W cF A obj VI1.W Fe A obj rep 
VII1i. D Fm VII1.D ™ A P rep 
3. D FM A P 
- D Fe Ad 
IX 1. D Fu A mi... 23 FMc A rep 
X1D P 23.5 P rep 
2. D Ad 
3. D FM A 
4. D FM A 
CASE "T" 
First performanc Second performance | 
Ft A P Tl. W A P rep | 
ada.D CF fire add.D cF fire 
1. Sdr Fm Ha 0 III 1. SD Fe Ha O part rep 
2. W Fk geo add.D FC? Hd 
Iv 1. WS FK N IV 1. W oF A obj rep 
- W oF A obj 2.D cF A obj 
P Vi. W MA P rep 
2. W /FM A 
VI 1. W Fem A obj rep 
VII1. M H Vit 3: 
| 2. D cF A obj 
VIII 1, W CF Pl VIII “a FM A P rep 
3. 4 FM A P 
IX 1. DS FK part rep 
xX FCM A P X1/D Fo A rep 
3. D FM A 3. DS FK N 
4.D A 


*Note: For explanation of symbols not yet listed in the 
refined sa@opring system see page 126 in this issue. 
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PSYCHOGRAM OF CASE "Ss" 
First performance : Second performance 


Total No. of Responses: 13 Total No. of Responses: 19 Rep: LO 
- 3 - H - - ‘ 


-0 W @ 
M-6 Ha D -14 FM-9 #£=4Hd - 
dd-1 m -2 A ~8 dd-1l m-23 A - 13 "4 
(dr) F -3 # £Ad -1 (dr) 
§ -1 ~1 - 9 c 3+" A obj - 2 
(Sa) 

Original % Original % O 
Animal 69 Hd + 4 Animal 79 Ha+Ad™ 4 


PSYCHOGRAM OF CASE "T" 


First performance Second performance 
Total No. of Responses: 19 Total No. of Responses: 15 Rep: Tl 
Ww M -2 H We - 2 
D-7 4+ -1 D -6 FM - 2 -32 
-2 m A @ <-0 FK-1 A - 6 
(1DSs; FK - 2 Ad 8 - 0 
1sdr)  k -1 Aobj -3 c -3 Aobj -3 
F -2 Geog. - 1 FC -23 Nature - 1 
19 Nature - 2 CF - O*#1 Plant - 1 
FC - 2 Plant - 32 
- 1+ | 
is 2 
C - 2+ | 


Popular 


* Note:The plus sign (+) indicates additional use of the 
respective stimuli. 

# Note:'Rep.' indicates the number of responses given in the 
first performance and repeated in the second. 


; 
ah 
Animal 37 Ho + Ad Animal _%40 Hd + Ad” 2 | 
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Comparative Analysis of the Rorschach Protocols of "S" and "2" 


In spite of the,difficulties of making any definite 
diagnosis in regard to personality type during puberty, both - 
members of this peir seem to be basically more introversive 
than extra-tensive. The two personality constellations arein 
different states of development. "S" is in the embryonic 
state of "T", that is, what is only indicated in "S" is vis- 
ible in his twin in an elaborated, dilated form. (Instead 
of one HU, five FM, and no color, "T" gives two M, four FM, 
one FK, one k, two FC, one af F In n§ the prototype of the 
state of pre~puberty appears (Rorschach's coartation) the 
evident constriction being the easily recognized sign of 
the "negative phase" with no real color or movement answers, 
It appears, however, that his twin has transgressed that 
stage. A remarkable dilation of psychic energy for his age 
is evident, the superior personality development typified 
by a marked increase in maturity and balance. The texture 
and color answers indicate an awareness of situations around 
him and a degree of adjustment rarely reached before the age ef 
fifteen or sixteen. There is no sign of particular impul- 
sive reactions(fire only in addition), but a high degree of 
sensitivity, tact, and cooperativeness (three c, two FC). 

In "S" the evidence seems to indicate that he is “shut in". 
His emotional reactions to things going on around him do not 
have a decisive influence on him although he is emotionally 
aware of what is happening ( two c in the first performance, 
three c in the second). His omission of any color responses 
suggests the presence of the "negative phase." ; 


In regard to mental capacity, both boys appear to be 
near the upper limits of the normal range. In spite of the 
limitations due to age and not to basic personality factors, 
"S" shows the typical normal approach. He sees whole | 
answers where it is easy to see them or where there is par- 
ticular stimulation. The range of content, distribution of 
different kinds of details, and proportion of whole figures 
to figure parts indicate good mental flexibility accompanied 
by a careful approach and a realization of his limitations. 
In every respect, however, "T" is found to be superior. 
There is a very marked difference in the general richness of 
mind as seen in the responses in every region. While in 
"S" the first two-thirds of the answers are animal, later 
even three fourths"T" gave approximately thirty-seven and 
forty percent of this type. Although the norms for animal 
percentage are not reliable for children of this age, it is 
probably safe to assume that fifty per cent is average. 

Thus "S" exhibits the upper level of normal stereotypy, his 
brother, the lower. The latter's inguisitiveness and 
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resourcefulness can be seen in his responses to Card VII. 
While his twin sees part of a body, an average response, 

"T" succeeds in fitti in the bottom of the picture ina 
typical adult “annet. 1. "Two people sitting up in bed and 
these are the bed clothes." 2. "Two people standing on their 
heads with their feet up in the air and heads resting on 
pillows." Superior development in the ability for abstract 
thinking accompanied by an optimum balance of common sense 
can be seen clearly. There appears to be no strong trend 
toward originality but evidence of good combinatorial ability. 
While in "8" there appears to be considerable indication of 
an active inner life but little use made of it in his 
thinking, there being no movement answers in either perform- 
ance, "T" seems to show good integration between his imagin~ 
ation and thinking. - 
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Graphs of the Distribution of Psychic Energy 


as Shown in Both Rorschach Records 
of the Two Pairs of Twin Boys 


Number of 
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REMARKS OF THE EDITOR 


The inceming contributions and suggestions 
have determined the centent af the last two 
issues of this volume. The mest urgent demands 
were for sample case studies illustrating the 
application ef the refined scoring system and 
its use in the interpretation. Furthermore, 
it did not seem advisable to shift the discus~ 
sion of problems presented in this volume te 
the next one. The material mentioned in the 
previous editorials will be presented in Vol- 
ume II, beginning this ceming fall. 


Bruno Klopfer,. 


STATEHENT OF THE TREASURER 


Income 


Eighty (80) paid $240.00 


Sale of extra 1.55 
Expenses $241.33 
Previously $91.55 
Third issue and 10C"extra copies ef 
issues 1, 2, and 3 combined..ceeeee 84,80 
Pestage and 10.48 
86.85 


‘ 


$ 54.50 


Gladys Tallman 


Centributions and suggestions should be sent te 
Bruno Klepfer, 3820 Walde Avenue, New Yerk City. 


~ 


Checks should be made out te Gladys Tallman, 
780 Riverside Drive, New Yerk City. 
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